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to those provinces, and that, when they took posses-
sion thereof, it was at the request of the King's Naib,
or viceroy, who put them under the Council's protec-
tion. That on this footing they were accepted by the
said Warren Hastings and his Council, and for some
time considered by them as a deposit committed to
their care by a prince to whom the possession thereof
was particularly guarantied by the East India Com-
pany. In their letter of the 1st of March, 1773, they
(the said Warren Hastings and his Council) say,
"'In no shape can this compxilsatory cession by the
King release us from the obligation we are under to
defend the provinces which we have so particularly
guarantied to him." But it appears that they soon
adopted other ideas and assumed other principles
concerning this object. In the instructions, dated
the 23d of June, 1773, which the Council of Port
William gave to the said Warren Hastings, previous
to his interview with the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah at
Benares, they say, that, " while the King continued
, at Delhi, whither he proceeded in opposition to their
most strenuous remonstrances, they should certainly
consider the engagements between him and the Com-
pany as dissolved by his alienation from them and
their interest; that the possession of so remote a
country could never be expected to yield any profit
to the Company, and the defence of it must require
a perpetual aid of their forces " : yet in the same in-
structions they declare their opinion, that, "if the
King should make overtures to renew his former con-
nection, his right to reclaim the districts of Corah and
Allahabad could not with propriety be disputed," and
they authorize the said Warren Hastings to restore
them to him on condition that he should renounce M*
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